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In the interview, Moody was discussed, particularly Figure 7 and the supporting portions of the publication. The 
Examiner suggested thatfhe claim in the proposed amendment does not distinguish between a chart where the node 
represents a single person and one where the node represents a plurality of persons. It was agreed that if the 
applicants would (1) amend their claims to include this limitation "single person" and (2) argue this point with respect to 
Moody, whose nodes shov^in Figure 7 represent documents involving multiple people, then the claims would be in 
condition for allowance assuming no new art was discovered in a subsequent search. 
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